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33T.^rr.fr. 520( 3T)._ 3Tf4%T 4w 4 *JcT WT 4 7JOTf4cT 2JT 
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Slf&RJSST RtO 105/2001-#ST^eSR 10 SSRJSR, 2001, RSOSSofto RT0 769 

( 3 T) io sis^sr, 2001 sri sfitSTss 3 rfatRtfts fosi an ; 


3lk 3Tl^rf%cT STftStTft STRcT St MR, STSISRS, STS 1, R^S 1, ST$tR3 2 
^cnt, 2002 ^ 5TSSl%S 3FEt 3ff%S t^SSIst SRI fRT SR S§t £ f£> - 

(S>) £STRT Rt ^tfcT^ SFt SS HTRS Sit f£std ^RT^t RITSES "JJeS £l STS TJRJ SR 
f%ST SSI t ; 

(73) STSftS S?tTs Sit sttSS £ SFft £t£ S>tSS RSIS ^ sffR £sTcT Rt SlfcRT 

sttstsT st sftsrs A s?cs^t st sirs siR£s> erf^fttaftRs^arntaftRSit^ 

SS R3RRT £ ; 

(s) s^ vrdts sir s? srf£ £str Rt si'for ansrst st sirs ^ £ 


3 TRR 3 TS, St^tS RTRSSR, RflHRJeSt (SlfcRT SR^iit S?t SSSTS, SS SR sf£srf£s 

s]cs> ss ftstss afa qtrrss Ran ajfcT ss m$m) f£ss, 1995 st f£ss ia arts f£ss 20 ^ 

RTTS sf&cT SSS RttSRJeSI tftsi SlfaftsS s£ SRI 9 ST S?I SSSRT (l) sfR ( 5 ) SRI SSRT 

sif^sst ss iRfm stRci fs, arfitfls srf£ss$ st Tjcfrss fSssrst st otsr sr ^rw £ ^ sw 
^ SSTTfcRT ST SIT Rt ftstfts #7 £t s£ RTRoft St RSS ( 2 ) A 
ftsfssii/SRsrssit srt f£sff£s strs A sttsts f£sj ss sss r£st sirs tf%s 3 ff?tf£ss 

sit Sg# SEJRJrfl St 54.02 ST 55.09 St STRStS 3 TT£ St£ SS^TSI Sl£ SR “OSS RTTS’tt 

$ rss ( 3 ) 3 Scwrfr sr sr sf^sres ^cst srfSrtrfts str^T t i 
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._ . - 

prf^iiss TjeS (sflr fiKosio 
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(1) 

( 2 ) 

( 3 ) 

1 . 

(i) ^RRt ftoflSS r41Rs fitRS ftio 

0.14 

2. 

wA 3RS PtstsSjdVSiSrTSSl 

0.35 


2. ^RT ST^RJSST St 3SftS 3lf£r£f£cT sfitSTSS ^dE, 3TSf%S sfclSTSS 3JcSt St 3TfeT?ISS S?f 
ST^R, 3TSts 10 3TS^SR 2001 Rt T3S^tS f^SI RTTfST ^IST sftR STRcttS SvRtt A RTSS 
f^SI STTSSI I 
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|^r 3#RJtFTT ^ ^ f^ ^ H ft 4 led ^ WTT ^ Mt^Ht ^ fed? 

^ ftfrm ^ ^ ^nfr uft srfSrf^m, 1962 (1962 52) ktrt 14 

\ 33 TOKI ( 3 ) $ 7T5 (cf>) $ (i) ^ 3ftffT T/T trtfR cf»tcl t^?, TO-Wl R7 

^?rr¥r ^ ^ iJRcT WR ftxT frTfcFI (RRjR^T fcTHPT) arfSpgxPT] 4 ftftft'C ^ ^ # 
atk ftftdi! ^7 '<£ 3f^TT7W cf) fcTq ^frtFT tTt$l« '3W 3ff?rf^RFf ttTTT 46 ^ 

33^ftH U^?T P 3 ? ^ chy) dll'll ft 3 ?! I 
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MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue) 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 24th July, 2002 
No. 74/2002-CUSTOMS 


G.S.K. 520(E).— WHEREAS in the matter of import of Acrylic Yam, falling under heading 
54.02 or 55.09 of the First Schedule to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 (51 of 1975), origtnating 
in, or exported from, Nepal, the designated authority vide its preliminary findings, published in 
the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part I, Section 1, dated the 25th September, 2001, had 
come to the conclusion that- 

(a) Acrylic Yam had been exported to India from Nepal below its normal value; 

(b) the Indian industry had suffered material injury and was being threatened with further 

injury; 

(c) the injury had been caused by the dumped imports from Nepal,- 

and the designated authority had considered it necessary to impose anti-dumping duty, 
provisionally, pending final determination, on all imports of acrylic yam, originating in, or 
exported from, Nepal; 

AND WHEREAS on the basis of the aforesaid findings of the designated authority, the 
Central Government had imposed an anti-dumping duty vide notification No. 105/2001 - 
Customs, dated the 10th October, 2001, published in Part II, Section 3, Sub-section (i) of the 
Gazette of India, Extraordinary, dated the 10th October, 2001 vide No. G.S.R, 769 (E), dated 
the 10th October, 2001; 

AND WHEREAS, the designated authority, vide its final findings, published in the 
Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part I, Section I, dated the 2nd July, 2002, has come to the 
conclusion that- 

(a) Acrylic Yam has been exported from Nepal to India below its normal value; 

(b) the Indian industry has suffered material injury on account of price undercutting, 
price suppression and significant increase in the volume of dumped imports from 
Nepal and is being threatened with further injury; 
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(c) the injury has been caused to the domestic industry by the dumped imports from 
Nepal; 

NOW, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (1) and (5) of 
section 9A of the said Customs Tariff Act, read with rules 18 and 20 of the Customs Tariff 
(Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for 
Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, the Central Government, on the basis of the above 
findings of the designated authority, hereby imposes on Acrylic Yam, falling under heading 
54.02 or 55.09 of the First Schedule to the said Customs Tariff Act, originating in, or exported 
from, Nepal, and exported by exporters/producers specified in column (2) of the Table given 
below, and imported into India, an anti-dumping duty at the rate specified in the corresponding 
entry in column (3) of the said Table. 


TABLE 


S.No. 

Name of the exporter/producer 

Anti-dumping duty 
(US$ per kg.) 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

1. 

M/S. Reliance Spinning Mills Ltd. 

0.14 

2. 

All other exporters/producers 

0.35 


2. The anti-dumping duty imposed under this notification shall be levied with effect from 
the date of imposition of the provisional anti-dumping duty, i.e., the 10th October, 2001, and 
shall be payable in Indian currency. 

Explanation. - For the purposes of this notification, rate of exchange applicable for the purposes 
of calculation of anti-dumping duty shall be the rate which is specified in the notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Finance (Department of Revenue), issued from time to 
time, in exercise of the powers under sub-clause (i) of clause (a) of sub-section (3) of section 14 
of the Customs Act, 1962 (52 of 1962) and the relevant date for the determination of the rate of 
exchange shall be the date of presentation of the bill of entry under section 46 of the said 
Customs Act. 


[F. No. 354/127/2002-TRU) 
VIVEK PRASAD, Under Sccy. 
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fcmrn) gft 3 #^ht tto i 05/2001-^tt 'dT?ta 10 ara^rc; 2001 (^rroggofilo 769 

( 3 T) 10 3 T^tr, 2001) grat $ ftrara ftp# g) ^ f^n wt« 

7) pfa f^rr ^ t, g^t % 1 


[m 7T. 3S4/127/2002-^teTnTjJ 
fe^FRFIPt, 3PSR7rfM 


NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 24th July, 2002 
No. 75/2002-CUSTOMS 

G.S.R. 521(E).— In exercise of powers conferred by sub-section (2) of section 9A of the 
Customs Tariff Act, 1975 (51 of 1975), read with rules 13 and 20 of the Customs Tariff 
(Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for 
Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, the Central Government hereby rescinds the notification 
of the Government of Ihdia in the Ministry of Finance (Department of Revenue), No. 105/2001- 
Customs, dated the 10th October, 2001 [G.S.R. 769 (E), dated the 10th October, 2001], except 
as respects things done or omitted to be done before such rescission. 


[F. No. 354/127/2002-TRU] 
VIVEK PRASAD, Under Secy. 
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